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DETAILED ACTION 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on August 8, 2005 has been entered. Claims 1-20 
are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 6,473,894 to Shrader et al. (art of record, "Shrader") in view of U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0107680 

• to Duggan et al. ("Duggan"). 
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With respect to claim 1 (currently amended), Shrader discloses an application launcher 
testing system (see, for example, the abstract), comprising: 

(a) a Hypertext Transfer Protocol (HTTP) server in communication with an application 
launcher, wherein the HTTP server receives a query for a test application from the application 
launcher (see, for example, column 4, lines 53-58, which shows an HTTP server and a browser, 
wherein the HTTP server receives a query from the browser, and see, for example, column 5, 
lines 15-21, which shows that the browser is an application launcher for querying the server for a 
test applet or test application); 

(b) a status server in communication with the test application, the status server receiving 
a test status from the test application (see, for example, column 5, lines 43-52, which shows a 
DynamicAppletTest class that is a status server for receiving status information or a test status 
from the test applet or test application); and 

(c) a test monitor in communication with the HTTP server and the status server, wherein 
the test monitor receives a query status from the HTTP server, and wherein the test monitor 
receives the test status from the status server (see, for example, test/run program 202 in FIG. 2A 
and column 5, lines 43-57, which shows that the test/run program is a test monitor for receiving 
the test status from the DynamicAppletTest class or status server, and see, for example, column 
6, lines 42-47, which shows that the test/run program receives a query status from the HTTP 
server, such as error and status messages from the browser for the current URL). 

Shrader does not expressly disclose that the test monitor determines if the application 
launcher has sent a correct query to the HTTP server. 
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However, in an analogous art, Duggan discloses determining whether a request sent to an 
HTTP server is valid, which is to say determining whether a query sent to an HTTP server is 
correct, so as to report an error when the request is invalid or incorrect (see, for example, 
paragraph 0023, lines 6-13). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to supplement the test/run program or test monitor of Shrader to determine if the 
browser or application launcher has sent a correct query to the HTTP server, as Duggan teaches, 
so that the error and status messages of Shrader (see, for example, column 6, lines 42-47) could 
report such information. 

With respect to claim 2 (original), Shrader further discloses the limitation wherein the 
application launcher launches the test application based on a response to the query from the 
HTTP server (see, for example, column 5, lines 15-21, which shows that the browser or 
application launcher launches the test applet or test application based on a response from the 
HTTP server). 

With respect to claim 3 (original), Shrader further discloses the limitation wherein the 
application launcher exits after launching the test application (see, for example, steps 402 and 
410 in FIG. 4, and column 8, lines 27-29 and 42-45, which shows that the browser or application 
launcher exits after launching the test applet or test application). 

With respect to claim 4 (original), Shrader further discloses the limitation wherein the test 
monitor receives an exit code from the application launcher, the exit code indicating a launch 
status of the test application launch (see, for example, step 408 in FIG. 4 and column 8, lines 36- 
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39, which shows receiving a marker file indicating a completed launch status, and see, for 
example, column 5, lines 55-57, which shows that the marker file is an exit code). 

With respect to claim 5 (original), Shrader further discloses the limitation wherein the test 
monitor combines the query status, the test status, and the launch status into a report (see, for 
example, column 8, lines 30-39, which shows combining the test status and query status into an 
output file or report, and see, for example, column 7, lines 43-46, which shows writing to the 
output file or report based on the launch status). 

With respect to claim 6 (original), Shrader further discloses the limitation wherein the 
query status indicates the status of the query received from the application launcher (see, for 
example, column 6, lines 42-47, which shows that the query status indicates the status from the 
browser or application launcher). 

With respect to claim 7 (original), Shrader further discloses the limitation wherein the test 
monitor starts the status server and the application launcher (see, for example, column 4, lines 
53-58, which shows that the test/run program or test monitor starts the browser or application 
launcher, and column 5, lines 43-52, which shows that this starts the DynamicAppletTest class or 
status server). 

With respect to claim 8 (original), Shrader further discloses the limitation wherein the test 
monitor starts the HTTP server (see, for example, column 4, lines 53-58, which shows that the 
test/run program or test monitor starts the HTTP server by way of the browser or application 
launcher to query the HTTP server). 
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With respect to claim 9 (currently amended), Shrader discloses a method for testing an 
application launcher (see, for example, the abstract), comprising the operations of: 

(a) launching a Hypertext Transfer Protocol (HTTP) server, a status server and an 
application launcher, wherein application launcher queries the HTTP server for a test application 
(see, for example, column 4, lines 53-58, which shows launching a browser to launch an HTTP 
server with a query, and column 5, lines 15-21, which shows that the browser is an application 
launcher for querying the server for a test applet or test application, and see, for example, column 
5, lines 43-52, which shows launching a DynamicAppletTest class that is a status server); 

(b) launching the test application using the application launcher (see, for example, 
column 5, lines 15-21, which shows launching the test applet or test application with the browser 
or application launcher); 

(c) returning a test status from the test application to the status server (see, for example, 
column 5, lines 43-52, which shows returning status information or a test status from the test 
applet or test application to the DynamicAppletTest class or status server); 

(d) returning the test status, a query status, and a launch status to a test monitor (see, for 
example, test/run program 202 in FIG. 2 and column 5, lines 43-57, which shows that the test/run 
program is a test monitor to which the test status is returned, and see, for example, column 6, 
lines 42-47, which shows returning a query status to the test/run program, such as error and 
status messages from the browser for the current URL, and step 408 in FIG. 4 and column 8, 
lines 36-39, which shows returning a marker file indicating a completed launch status). 

Shrader does not expressly disclose: 

(e) determining correctness of the application launcher queries to the HTTP server. 
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However, in an analogous art, Duggan discloses determining whether a request sent to an 
HTTP server is valid, which is to say determining correctness of a query sent to an HTTP server, 
so as to report an error when the request is invalid or incorrect (see, for example, paragraph 
0023, lines 6-13). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to supplement the method of Shrader to determine correctness of the browser or 
application launcher queries to the HTTP server, as Duggan teaches, so that the error and status 
messages of Shrader (see, for example, column 6, lines 42-47) could report such information. 

With respect to claim 10 (original), the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to 
the limitations recited in claim 5 (see the rejection of claim 5 above). 

With respect to claim 1 1 (original), the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to 
the limitations recited in claim 6 (see the rejection of claim 6 above). 

With respect to claim 12 (original), Shrader further discloses the limitation wherein the 
test status indicates a status of tests performed by the test application (see, for example, column 
5, lines 43-52, which shows that the status information or test status indicates the status from the 
test applet or test application as it operates). 

With respect to claim 13 (original), Shrader farther discloses the limitation wherein the 
launch status indicates a status of the application launch operation (see, for example, step 408 in 
FIG. 4 and column 8, lines 36-39, which shows that the launch status indicates the status of the 
application launch when complete). 
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With respect to claim 14 (original), Shrader further discloses the limitation wherein the 
application launcher uses a uniform resource locator (URL) to launch the test application (see, 
for example, column 5, lines 15-21, which shows that the browser or application launcher uses a 
URL to launch the test applet or test application). 

With respect to claim 15 (original), the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to 
the limitations recited in claim 3 (see the rejection of claim 3 above). 

With respect to claim 16 (original), the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to 
the limitations recited in claim 4 (see the rejection of claim 4 above). 

With respect to claim 17 (currently amended), Shrader discloses an application launcher 
testing system (see, for example, the abstract), comprising: 

(a) a Hypertext Transfer Protocol (HTTP) server in communication with an application 
launcher, wherein the HTTP server receives a query for a test application from the application 
launcher (see, for example, column 4, lines 53-58, which shows an HTTP server and a browser, 
wherein the HTTP server receives a query from the browser, and see, for example, column 5, 
lines 15-21, which shows that the browser is an application launcher for querying the server for a 
test applet or test application), and wherein the application launcher launches the test application 
based on a response to the query from the HTTP server (see, for example, column 5, lines 15-21, 
which shows that the browser or application launcher launches the test applet or test application 
based on a response from the HTTP server); 
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(b) a status server in communication with the test application, the status server receiving 
a test status from the test application (see, for example, column 5, lines 43-52, which shows a 
DynamicAppletTest class that is a status server for receiving status information or a test status 
from the test applet or test application); and 

(c) a test monitor in communication with the HTTP server and the status server, wherein 
the test monitor receives a query status from the HTTP server, the test status from the status 
server (see, for example, test/run program 202 in FIG. 2A and column 5, lines 43-57, which 
shows that the test/run program is a test monitor for receiving the test status from the 
DynamicAppletTest class or status server, and see, for example, column 6, lines 42-47, which 
shows that the test/run program receives a query status from the HTTP server, such as error and 
status messages from the browser for the current URL), and an exit code from the application 
launcher, the exit code indicating a launch status of the test application launch (see, for example, 
step 408 in FIG. 4 and column 8, lines 36-39, which shows receiving a marker file indicating a 
completed launch status, and see, for example, column 5, lines 55-57, which shows that the 
marker file is an exit code), and wherein the test monitor combines the query status, the test 
status, and the launch status into a report (see, for example, column 8, lines 30-39, which shows 
combining the test status and query status into an output file or report, and see, for example, 
column 7, lines 43-46, which shows writing to the output file or report based on the launch 
status). 

Shrader does not expressly disclose that the test monitor determines correctness of the 
query for the test application from the application launcher to the HTTP server. 
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However, in an analogous art, Duggan discloses determining whether a request sent to an 
HTTP server is valid, which is to say determining correctness of a query sent to an HTTP server, 
so as to report an error when the request is invalid or incorrect (see, for example, paragraph 
0023, lines 6-13). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to supplement the test/run program or test monitor of Shrader to determine correctness 
of the query for the test applet or test application from the browser or application launcher to the 
HTTP server, as Duggan teaches, so that the error and status messages of Shrader (see, for 
example, column 6, lines 42-47) could report such information. 

With respect to claim 18 (original), the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to 
the limitations recited in claim 6 (see the rejection of claim 6 above). 

With respect to claim 19 (original), the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to 
the limitations recited in claim 7 (see the rejection of claim 7 above). 

With respect to claim 20 (original), the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to 
the limitations recited in claim 8 (see the rejection of claim 8 above). 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Yigdall whose telephone number is (571) 272-3707. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30am to 4:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Michael J. Yigdall 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2192 
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